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Item #  Title 
 
8  Corps of Engineers Scoping Notice, dated October 13, 2005 (5 pages) 
 
9 Letter from the Kentucky Department of Fish and Wildlife Resources, 

dated March 3, 2006 (1 page) 
 
10 Letter from the U.S. Forest Service, Land Between The Lakes National 

Recreation Area, dated November 17, 2005, documenting concerns over 
proposal to extend summer pool until July 15 (1 page, minus attachments) 

 
11 Letters from the Corps of Engineers Mississippi Valley Division to the 

Nashville District and Tennessee Valley Authority, dated November 21, 
2005 (4 pages)   

    
12  Letter from the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, 

dated October 28, 2005 (1 page) 
 
13  Letter from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Tennessee National 

Wildlife Refuge Complex, dated November 15, 2005 (1 page, with Item 4 
attached) 

 
14 Letter from the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service, Kentucky Field Office, 

dated November 15, 2005 (9 pages) 
 
15 Letter from the Kentucky Ornithological Society, dated November 11, 

2005 (1 page) 
 
16 Letter to Congressman Whitfield from the Kentucky’s Western Waterland, 

dated March 14, 2005 (2 pages) 
 
17 Email from Northwest Tennessee Tourism, dated October 31, 2005 (1 

page) 
 
18 Letter from a Kentucky Realtor, dated November 10, 2005 (2 pages) 
 
19 Letter from a Lake Barkley Marina Owner, dated November 15, 2005 (2 

pages) 
 
20 Letter from a Lake Barkley Boater and Property Owner, undated (1 page) 
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Item #  Title 
 
21 Letter from a Lake Barkley Boater, undated (1 page) 
 
22 Email forwarded from Senator McConnell, dated August 22, 2005 (1 

page) 
 
23 Email forwarded from Senator McConnell, dated August 25, 2005 (1 

page) 
 
24 Email forwarded from Senator McConnell, dated August 25, 2005 (1 

page) 
 
25 Letter from Eddy Creek Marina to Secretary Woodley, dated August 11, 

2005 (1 page) 
 
26 Letter to Corps of Engineers from Boater, dated August 22, 2005 (1 page) 
 
27 Letter from the Letter from the Kentucky Ornithological Society to 

Congressman Whitfield, dated August 17, 2005 (3 pages)  
 
28 Memorandum summarizing three responses received by phone (1 page) 
 
29 Memorandum Summarizing Responses to the Corps of Engineer Scoping 

Notice, dated December 19, 2005 (4 pages) 
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Attachments on file (see EA references) 
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For attachment referenced in this letter see Appendix 1, Item 4
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CELRN-PM-P                                                                                         03 November 2005 
Revised 19 December 2005 

 
Memorandum for File 
 
Subject:  Phone responses to Lake Barkley – Kentucky Lake Summer Pool Extension 
Scoping Notice (dated October 13, 2005) 
 
1.  November 3, 2005:  Mr. CB is opposed to the pool extension due to the 
environmental (habitat) impacts associated with it.  He sees few benefits to justify any 
extension since it benefits only marinas and some boaters.  He is a member of the 
Kentucky Ornithological Society. 
 
2.  November 3, 2005:  Mr. CT, Patty’s 1880’s Settlement and Real Estate agent.  He is 
for pool extensions for two reasons.  One is that lakeshore property values are affected by 
dry docks as the lake is lowered.  He feels that extending the pool would increase 
property values and generate additional taxes for the local governments.  If pool 
extensions are not approved, he thinks docks owners in shallow areas should be allowed 
to extend their docks to get year-round use.   The second reason is that many tourists are 
unfamiliar with the lakes and rent boats/houseboats that are damaged when they strike 
mudflats.  They recreational experience is degraded and they may not return to the lakes 
(less tourism dollars). 
 
3.  December 2, 2005:  David McKinney, TWRA left a voicemail to supplement the letter 
from TWRA dated 5-11-05.  He recently attended a FERC workshop and feels we need 
to consider increased bioavailability of toxins, particularly mercury and organics/PCBs, 
due to increased residence time in a reservoir if pools are extended. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tim Higgs 
Environmental Engineer 
Project Planning Branch      
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CELRN-PM-P                                                                                         20 December 2005 

Revised 14 April 2006 
 
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
 
SUBJECT:  Lake Barkley and Kentucky Lake Summer Pool Extension, Summary 
of comments received during and prior to the scoping notice 
 
1.  A scoping notice dated October 13, 2005 was circulated to local and regional media 
and known interested parties, using mailing lists from the TVA ROS EIS and Lake 
Barkley Resource Management Office.  The notice requested comments by November 
18, 2005 to ensure inclusion in the Environmental Assessment (EA).  A total of thirteen 
letters, emails, or phoned responses were received in response to the scoping notice.  In 
addition, four agency letters were provided in response to the April 3rd agency meeting.  
Several additional individual letters were forwarded to the Corps by local politicians on 
the lake levels issue prior to simultaneous to the scoping notice.  Electronic copies of the 
letters are included in the following file:  Q:/Projects/Lake Barkley Lake Level/scoping 
responses1.pdf.  Names and addresses of individuals have been blocked out for inclusion 
in the EA. 
 
2.  Comments received during scoping period: 
 
a.  USFWS, Tennessee National Wildlife Complex:  Submitted a letter dated 11-15-05 
that referred to their earlier letter of 5-9-05 and reiterated their position has not changed.  
They recommend an EIS be done due to cumulative impacts of past pool changes which 
adversely affected about 1500 acres of Tennessee Refuge land.  Any pool extension now 
would interfere with the five-year baseline data collection effort by TVA on Kentucky 
Lake.  Any trial prior to completion of the baseline data collection would be difficult to 
assess.  Delaying the drawdown would adversely impact the habitat for shorebirds, 
waterfowl, wetlands, refuge facilities, refuge operation, and archeological sites within the 
two NWRs (for details see the actual letter).  They strongly recommended no change to 
operation of the lakes.  If a three year trial operation is conducted, they believe an EIS is 
warranted and this trial should be delayed until after adequate baseline data is collected.      
 
b.  USFWS, Kentucky Field Office:  Submitted a letter dated 11-15-05 which repeated 
the concerns voiced by the Tennessee National Wildlife Complex and added additional 
concerns for mussels and requested clarification on what was meant by a  “trial 
operation”.  They expressed concerns that the current proposal would not satisfy 
proponents of the summer pool extension and that additional future extensions would be 
pursued.  They request that the assessment include impacts to mussels below Barkley and 
Kentucky Dams, including federally listed species.  Assessment should include possible 
changes to flow, water quality, and fish species.  Any change to the current operation will 
necessitate the initiation of consultation with the USFWS pursuant to Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act.  Additionally, mussel impacts within the pools should be 
assessed, including stranding of mussels from a delayed drawdown.  They recommend 
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the Corps choose the alternative that restores the original guide curve (June 15 
drawdown) due to the benefits to shorebirds and waterfowl, but that any change is 
delayed at least 3-5 years to allow baseline data collection.  After going back to the 
original guide curve, conditions should be reassessed after another 3-5 years of operation 
then an informed decision could be made on returning to the July 1 drawdown. 
 
c.  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mississippi Valley Division:  Submitted separate 
letters dated 11-21-05 to both the Nashville District and TVA.  In both letters they stated 
an interest in any changes within the Barkley/Kentucky Lakes that may affect 
downstream flood control, navigation or the environment of the Mississippi River.  They 
referenced the evaluation performed for the TVA ROS EIS which recommended no 
change in BAR/KY.  They committed to working closely with LRN and LRD staff in 
analyzing impacts of alternatives on the downstream river system.  MVD’s position 
remains that any change that would reduce flood control capability at Kentucky/Barkley 
Lakes or impacts mainstream river navigation must be evaluated within the context of the 
entire lower Ohio/Mississippi River system. 
 
d.  Kentucky Ornithological Society:  Their president submitted a letter dated 11-11-05 
stating their board voted without dissent “to oppose any proposed extension of the 
summer pool to July 15 and in favor of status quo.”  They view any summer pool 
extension of Lake Barkley as an attempt to circumvent the TVA ROS EIS findings.  They 
believe the findings of the original EIS as valid and indicate an extension of summer pool 
would cause a significant impact to Kentucky’s environment and natural resources.  They 
listed the reasons from the ROS EIS why summer pool extensions are detrimental and 
that any extension would have the same affects.  They oppose any change without a new 
EIS and encourage the Corps to avoid wasting taxpayer’s money on a new EIS that will 
most certainly produce the same results as the previous EIS. 
 
e.  Individual, Realtor (Cadiz, KY), submitted a letter dated 11-10-05 supporting an 
extension of summer pool in order to be competitive with neighboring states whose lakes 
were raised during the recent TVA ROS.  He feels the reasoning for holding other TVA 
lakes higher would apply to Kentucky and Barkley Lakes also.   Economic benefits 
would be increased tourism with the longer summer pool.  Fish and wildlife and 
migratory birds were able to accommodate by other waterways and flyways prior to 
damming of Lake Barkley.  Land values in the immediate vicinity of the lake are 
diminished by the lack of water in the prime summer months.  He questioned a private 
meeting with Fish and Wildlife Group without advising other interested people to attend 
the meeting.  He asked that the window of opportunity to comment be extended over a 
number of months to allow various factions an opportunity to voice comments.  
 
f.  USDA, Forest Service, Land Between The Lakes:  submitted a letter dated 11-17-05 
stating they cannot provide any recommendations concerning the pool extension 
alternatives at this time.  They recognized that some recreational aspects may benefit 
from a pool extension (lake front campsites, boat ramps, and possible water–related 
special events).  They recognized potential negative effects of pool extensions such as 
degraded shoreline vegetation and fisheries, mudflat exposure and habitat during 
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shorebird migration, and impacts to birds of prey such as bald eagles and osprey.  They 
also provided two documents that might contain information that could aid the current 
evaluation (The Relative Abundance of Cephalanthus occidentalis On Kentucky and 
Barkley Lakes Land Between The Lakes (1979) and Seed Germination Ecology Of 
Summer Annual Species Of Dewatered Reservoir Shorelines (Mudflats), A Temporally 
Unpredictable Habitat by Baskins, Baskins, and Chester (2002). 
 
g.  Individual, Owner, Prizer Point Marina & Resort LLC (Cadiz, KY):  submitted a letter 
by email on 11-15-05.  He questioned holding a private meeting with resource agencies 
and the appearance of collusion between various public agencies.  He requested a copy of 
the minutes and attendees list from the agency meeting (Corps provided by letter dated 
12-05-05.  He asked that a compromise pool operation be considered that was developed 
by individuals and businesses affected by tourism.  He stated this pool operation seems to 
be agreeable to KY Fish and Wildlife and TVA.  Specific pool elevations listed are:  359’ 
on August 1, 358’ on September 1, 357’ on October 1, and 356’ on November 1.  He 
questioned why lake levels were raised in Tennessee, except for those flowing into 
Kentucky.  He questioned the timing of the scoping notice since it is after the season 
when most tourists are present since they leave when lake levels are lowered.    
 
h.  Individual, Northwest Tennessee Tourism  (Paris, TN) submitted a letter by email on 
10-31-05.  He is opposed to any changes in water elevation and drawdown schedules due 
to the negative effects to the over-all lake environment for the present and future 
compared to the few tourism benefits that two weeks of additional water would generate 
for the region.  He stressed that KY Lake is primarily in Tennessee and any changes 
effects the entire lake not just Kentucky.  His organization represents several resorts on 
KY Lake and none of them have contacted him regarding this issue.  
 
i.  Individual, Kuttawa, KY:  submitted an undated letter (received prior to 11-18-05) 
supporting a compromised pool extension to improve pleasure boating conditions.  He 
feels holding an elevation of 359’ would worsen bank erosion but holding the lakes at 
357’ may be ideal.  He wants this considered for later into the fall season and feels this 
would not impact any of the concerns listed in the scoping notice except baseline data 
and operational flexibility.  He recognizes the concerns for navigation and power 
generation but feels the compromised pools would not affect them.  He lists a 
compromised pool operation as follows:  359’ May to June 15, 358’ June 15 to July 15, 
357 from July 15 to November 1, 354 on December 1. 
 
j. Individual, Smithton, IL:  He submitted an undated letter (received prior to 11-18-05) 
that supports a pool extension to July 15th and stated that the real problem is during 
September and October.  He feels that pleasure boating conditions and lake tourism (Fall 
Color Tours) would benefit from raised pool though the fall months and proposed the 
following operation:  357’ to September 1, 356’ to October 1, 355’ to November 1 ad 
354’ on December 1.  
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k.  Tennessee Department of Conservation, Environmental Policy Office:  submitted a 
letter on October 28, 2005 recognizing receiving the scoping request and they would 
comment as appropriate.  No subsequent comments were provided.  
 
l.  Individual provided comments by phone on 11-3-05 that he is opposed to the pool 
extension due to the environmental (habitat) impacts associated with it.  He sees few 
benefits to justify any extension since it benefits only marinas and some boaters.  He is a 
member of the Kentucky Ornithological Society. 
 
m.  Individual, Patty’s 1880’s Settlement and Real Estate agent provided comments by 
phone on 11-3-05.  He is for pool extensions for two reasons.  One is that lakeshore 
property values are affected by dry docks as the lake is lowered.  He feels that extending 
the pool would increase property values and generate additional taxes for the local 
governments.  If pool extensions are not approved, he thinks docks owners in shallow 
areas should be allowed to extend their docks to get year-round use.   The second reason 
is that many tourists are unfamiliar with the lakes and rent boats/houseboats that are 
damaged when they strike mudflats.  Their recreational experience is degraded and they 
may not return to the lakes (less tourism dollars). 
 
n.  David McKinney, TWRA left a voicemail on 12-2-05 to supplement the letter from 
TWRA dated 5-11-05.  He recently attended a FERC workshop and feels we need to 
consider increased bioavailability of toxins, particularly mercury and organics/PCBs, due 
to increased residence time in a reservoir if pools are extended. 
 
3.  Several letters were dated before the scoping period and forwarded from other 
politicians.  The comments from individuals and the Kentucky’s Western Waterland 
group were in favor of summer pool extensions of greater duration than currently 
proposed.  A response from the KOS to Congressman Whitfield’s Office was in 
opposition of any pool extensions. 
 
4.  Comments provided in response to the agency meeting of April 3, 2005: letters from 
USFWS – Tennessee Field Office, USFWS – Tennessee National Wildlife Complex, 
TWRA, and KDFWR.  The KDFWR provided a follow-up letter on March 3, 2006. 
Other agency responses came from the USFWS- Kentucky Field Office and The Corps of 
Engineers- Mississippi Valley Division Office 
 
 
 
 

Tim Higgs 
Project Planning Branch 
(615) 736-7863 
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